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THE TORONTO PLAN: A RADICAL SOLUTION TO A PERSISTENT FROBLEM 
By John Gaither 
Colleges are in deep financial trouble and many that are private 
will be out of existence soon unless something drastic is done to 
save them. The drastic step that must be taken is not essentially 
the resolution of a financial problem with a financial answer. At 
times, the resolution of immediate problems results in far greater 
ones because the immediate is also considered (or confused with) the 
ultimate, overall problem/resolution. An example would be resolving 
the immediate problem of making New York City less polluted and more 
inhabitable. The result of a more inhabitable New York would be that 
more people would want to live there and thus cause more pollution. 
Ergo, resolving the immediate financial problems of, say, the 
colleges and universities in the St. Louis area would result in 
increased spending, duplication of programs, more faculty and staff, 
buildings, students on aid, etc. 
I would suggest a radical approach that consolidates all of the 
area schools of higher education under the aegis of two decree-
granting institutions—Washington and St. Louis Universities. 
The Canadian experience offers an encouraging precedent. For 
example, in Toronto, only two institutions, York and University of 
Toronto have the authority to grant degrees. All institutions, 
private or not, are subsumed under these two institutions which 
receive their support from the Province of Ontario, the Canadian govern 
merit, private -donations, fees and tuition. The smaller colleges are 
controlled -by a Board of Governors which consists of representatives 
from each institution. Although each may offer similar beginning cours 
they may not duplicate each other 1s programs. One college, Glendale 
College under York University, is cbdicated to a bi-lingual French-
English curriculum. Another college, under University of Toronto, is 
designed for an experimental and multi-disciplinary approach, while 
University of Toronto proclaims itself staunchly and traditionally 
academic. 
The implications for St. Louis would be obvious. No longer would 
four small colleges have to compete with the two major institutions in 
such areas as ethnic studies, the sciences, peace study, etc. Instead, 
they could complement and take an innovative, experimental approach. 
Students and faculty could freely interchange and library expenditures 
and duplications would be centralized and coordinated. 
What would be the objections to the Toronto Plan? I can think of 
many but they all could be resolved once it is decided to adopt it or a 
similar model. What do you think? 
**"*Response to this article or any other material in 
"Free Spirit" or the "Supplement" is, of course, v/elcome. 
All Letters from Readers must be signed. In case of 
publication name may be withheld upon request. Leave 
correspondence in Envelope on Club Bulletin Board in Ryan 
or in the Club Activities Room in Medaille. 
The spring night smells warm, 
The moon in a dark robe 
bakes brown-crusted bread. 
Across the autumn sky 
drift spots of c l o u d s — 
a fieldcf horses grazing. 
kathy truitt 
Book Review / Utopia (Part II) 
BEYOND FREEDOM AND DIGNITY by B.F. Skinner 
Our culture has produced the science and technology it needs to 
save itself. It has the wealth it needs for effective action. It 
has, to a considerable extent, a concern for its own future. But 
if it continues to value freedom and dignity rather than its own 
survival as its principal value, then possibly some other culture 
will make a greater contribution to the future. 
The challenge is unique to Western man in the 70s. Never before 
has man possessed the power to preserve his culture indefinitely. 
Ironically, the actual destructiveness of contemporary science and 
technology has forced this realization upon us. Only when man conceive 
the possibility of cultural suicide by overpopulation, pollution or 
nuclear war, can he also conceive the possibility of cultural self-
preservation. All cultures have their prophets of doom. But today 
the possibility of self-annihilation is an objectively real possibility 
vve now possess the nuclear weaponry sufficient to kill every inhabitant 
of our globe many times over. Many environmentalists claim our un-
thinking consumption of resources has already upset beyond repair the 
ecological balance of spaceship earth. 
Since the circumstances are unique Western man must assume a 
unique responsibility—cultural self-preservation. This, of course, 
rests on the assumption that Western man values the existence over the 
non-existence of his cultural way of life. Continued existence is the 
key. Individuals face to face with death by violence or starvation 
struggle, if they struggle at all, in order to stay alive. In this 
context survival is the ultimate value. When the threat of death is 
absent other values concerning the quality of life take precedence. 
The same applies to cultures, according to Skinner. He judges that the 
danger is clear and present. It follows that survival becomes the 
"principal value." 
It seems unreasonable to deny that Western man is face to face with 
death. It is reasonable not to risk being wrong. We have followed the 
"safe" way before. For example, during the last decade we have justifi 
our involvement in Asia in terms of preserving our culture from the 
threat of Communism. We have fought as if we considered Communism an 
imminent threat. It is at least debatable whether we've acted on a 
well-founded hypothesis. Is it so difficult for us to imagine another 
threat intrinsic to our culture? Are the danger signs more difficult 
to read? Skinner and numerous others help us identify the most serious 
threat of a l l — W e s t e r n man himself. The time has come for us to save 
ourselves from ourselves. 
The first step is to recognize that the survival of Western culture 
is at stake. The second is to recognize that Western man himself is th 
source of the danger. The third step is to recognize the need to 
investigate ways of changing behavior so it reflects the highest concer 
for survival. 
In brief, Western man must undergo basic attitudinal changes. 
Skinner tries to facilitate change through research, teaching and 
writing. He intends to reach the general public with books like 
WALDEN II and BEYOND KEEDO^ AND DIGNITY (hereafter "BFD"). As he says 
in the latter, "the issues are important to the nonspecialist and need 
to be discussed in a nontechnical fashion." BFD supplies the theory, 
summarized and considerably simplified, Here Skinner makes his appeal 
at the level of ideas. He counts on the reasonableness of his world-
view to influence the envelopment of new attitudes in his readers. On 
the practical side, WALDEN II and actual experiments directed by Skinne 
show his approach to be workable and useful on a limited scale. 
Success has great appeal to the Westerner, Skinner indicates more 
will be done to communicate details of such experiments, partially to 
break down the stereotype based on his work with pigeons and the "box." 
Before outlining his theory it may be helpful to consider Skinner 
the mythmaker. Social critics usually prefer the title of demythologiz 
(Skinner's claim on the title was discussed in Part I of this review. 
See "Free Spirit Supplement," October 28.) Nevertheless, having create 
a vacuum by their criticism, they invariably fill it with a new myth, 
Nietzsche's Superman supplanted the idea of God, Skinner attacks the 
Autonomous Man myth, leaves it for dead, and establishes in its place 
The Environment. 
Skinner might argue the point. As a reputable scientist he could 
reject the term, Science and myth seem incompatible. He never explici 
absolutizes or deifies "environment." Nor does he capitalize the term. 
But BFD as a whole and certain specific statements give unusual signifi 
cance to the term: "the environment exerts all control;" "the environ-
ment acts in an inconspicuous way; it does not push or pull, it selects 
[the process of natural selection]." We are tempted to say Skinnnr 
takes freedom away from man and gives it to the environment—"it" exert 
acts, selects. This seems to involve more than economy of expression. 
Skinner could be accused of using Environment much in the way that othe 
before him used Nature. 
The question is why exaggerate the importance of the environment? 
I suggest that it is in the interest of good myth to do so. The "best" 
worldview or way of life or system of values are worthless unless they 
capture man's imagination. When the imagination is stirred, belief, 
commitment, and action are not..far behind. But "view," "way," "system" 
only result when the force of imagination is channeled and sustained 
more or less consistently. This requires a relatively simple symbol 
that provides a unity of perspective. It must function as central 
focus and also define a general context of meaning for all other ideas 
and symbols, I would then define myth as any unified set of symbols 
that elicits an imaginative response involving recurring patterns of 
belief, commitment, and action. The idea of God stimulated man in the 
past. Skinner implies that the idea of The Environment is the one 
hope for the future. Survival is the key value in his worldview. The 
Environment constitutes the unifying symbol for his new myth. 
Skinner is in tune with the times in several ways. For whatever 
reason a great deal of interest in the environment is currently being 
generated. Skinner offers the symbol and value system that promise to 
capitalize on such interest and save it from the fate of a passing fad. 
The Environment myth also accomodates the scientific method, The 
term "environment" calls attention to human behavior that can be descri 
in relatively objective, external, public, and impersonal terms, Such 
emphasis is conducive to scientific investigation, experimentation, 
verfication and formulation of law. This may not be the only way to 
look at man. But it deserves more consideration now because of the 
apparent failure of its opposite, the Autonomous Man approach. Skinner 
engages in the rhetoric of overkill where the latter is concerned. He 
seems to feel this is necessary to clear the ground and give scientific 
method room to prove itself. The Environment myth itself provides the 
positive environment for developing a science and technology of behavio 
This brings us to a brief outline of Skinner's theory. It will 
take the form of a list of key points made in BFD. 
1) Behavior is a "subject in its own right." In his first chapter, 
"A Technology of Behavior," Skinner states, 
For more than 2500 years close attention has been paid to mental 
life, but only recently has any effort been made to study human 
behavior as something more than a mere by-product. 
Human behavior seems to refer to what is observable and measurable. 
Then Skinner requires us to assume (perhaps hypothesize would be better) 
that behavior can be studied as an end in itself. It is not to be con-
strued as a manifestation, extension or sympton of something else "with 
in" man like attitudes, intentions, n$eds, 
2) Freedom refers to behavior which tends to reduce threatening 
or harmful stimuli in the environment. Over the centuries Western man 
tried to construct a world in which he would be relatively free from 
physical danger, extreme temperature, sources of infection, etc, Man 
exists in a context/ That he is dependent on his environment is a give: 
At the lame time man has demonstrated his power to determine the quanti 
and quality*of aversive features of his non-social environment. 
Today we think 6f freedom more in terms of aversive conditions 
generated by other people. For example: 
A parent nags a child until the child performs a task* by performing 
the task the child escapes nagging (and [incidentallyJ reinforces 
the parents* behavior)... A teacher threatens corporal punishment 
or failure until his students pay attention; by paying attention 
the students escape from the threat of punishment (and reinforce 
the teacher for threatening it). In one form or another intentiona." 
aversive control is the pattern of most social coordination—in 
ethics, religion, government, economics, education, psychotherapy, 
and family life. 
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The threat of punishment is the most common tool for this control. It 
is also one of the greatest threats to freedom (in a sense which 
Skinner would also accept). 
3) The threat of punishment is destructive and wasteful of human 
resources. That man continually resorts to punishment is understandable 
For one thing it's easier and more convenient to destroy. From the 
Vietnam War comes the now classic statement, "We had to destroy the 
village in order to save it." The same logic appears in literature 
defending capital punishment, Efficiency enters in too, A society 
may depend on retributive justice or expedient self-defense when it 
lacks the resources necessary to rehabilitate. It takes time, wealth, 
skilled personnel, specialized equipment, and social will to put into 
practice alternative non-violent ways of controlling behavior. 
Skinner cites another more subtle reason for the prevalence of 
punishment in Western culture. The traditional values of freedom and 
dignity imply individual responsibility. This in tern seems to demand 
a system of rewards and punishment. Reward is the natural expectation 
associated with recognized virtuous activity. Funishment is due the 
evil-doer. Unfortunately it does constitute a system. Reward would no 
have the same meaning in a situation where none were punished. An "A" 
for excellence is all the more valuable in contrast with an "F" for 
failure. 
Use of punishment is understandable but no longer tolerable. "The 
real issue is the effectiveness of techniques of control." The threat 
of punishment is notoriously ineffective, especially in the long run. 
For example, 70^ of prison inmates are repeaters. Institutionalization 
in itself does not solve drug addiction or juvenile deliquency. It doe 
have the immediate advantage of keeping the social offender off the 
streets. Punishmnnt also has the immediate effect of generating escape 
and avoidance skills in the perceptive offender. Sheer waste. Skinner 
sees as one main task of our culture "to make life less punishing and 
in doing so to release for more reinforcing activities the time and 
energy consumed in the avoidance of punishment." 
This is not the same as asking whether or not control is desirable. 
Skinner raises the question, What sorts of control are most likely to 
tap the constructive potential of human behavior. If behavioral change 
is the goal, non-punitive techniques must be utilized. 
4) "Behavior can be changed bv changing the conditions of which 
it is a function." First it is necessary to identify the relevant condi 
ons. 
Feelings and states of mind count for little in Skinner's approach. 
Verbal reports on the latter may offer a clue as to what conditions or 
stimuli in the environment tend to induce recurring behavior, What is 
essential is a study of the stimuli or "contingencies" themselves. 
Experimental analysis is the only feasible method. Casual ob-
servation seldom reveals to us significant contingencies. The scientis 
tries to observe behavioral processes under controlled conditions. He 
arranges contingencies and studies their effects in the laboratory. As 
a consequence the scientist is better able to spot these contingencies 
in the world at large. 
This is the sense in which...an experimental analysis makes possi-
*- ble an effective interpretation of human behavior. It permits us 
to neglect irrelevant details, no matter how dramatic, and to 
emphasize features which, without the help of analysis, would be 
dismissed as trivial. 
Interpretation involves identification of significant contingencies. 
Practical action can then follow. Determine which behavior is to be 
produced or modified; and arrange the relevant contingencies. 
5) The technology of constructing appropriate contingencies for 
behavior modification is "ethically neutral." "There is nothing in a 
methodology which determines the values governing its use," Conversely 
values determine the ethical quality of uses of technology. In other 
words, means.are justified precisely in terms of the ends to which they 
are directed. 
Consider the problem of designing a culture as a whole. The 
individualist would accept his own personal goods as the ultimate 
values. He would design a world in which he would be under minimal 
control. The altruist would design for the good of others, possibly 
with a loss of personal goods. To accept survival of a culture as the 
ultimate value leads to designing a culture "with an eye to v/hether it 
will work." 
Ultimate values are beacons for directing behavior. The ethical 
scope of a value system is measured in terms of how consequences of 
behavior are made relevant to present behavior, "Ethics and morals 
are particularly concerned with bringing the remoter consequences of 
behavior into play Lin the present]." Survival seems to focus attentio 
on the remotest consequences of all. It forces us to consider man's 
contribution not merely to his own welfare, or that of others on a 
limited scale, but to a culture as a whole. Skinner's approach aims 
at the most comprehensive, long-range vision of behavioral consequences 
Compared to individualism and altruism, he implies it is the most 
adequate ethical point of view. "Will it work?" that is, be conducive 
to survival of a culture, is today the ultimate ethical question. 
6) "Perhaps we cannot now design a successful culture as^a whole, 
but we can design better practices in a piecemeal fashion. The behavio 
processes in the world at large are the same as those in a Utopian 
community, and practices have the same effects for the same reasons." 
In WALDEN II Skinner creates an imaginary Utopian community. The 
novel illustrates in a concrete way the following elements: 
A Utopian community is usually composed of a relatively small 
number of people living together in one place and in stable contact 
with each other. They can practice arvinformal ethical control 
and minimize the role of organized ageHfcies. They can learn from 
each other rather than from specialists called teachers. They can 
be kept from behaving badly toward each other through censure rathe: 
than the specialized punishments of a legal system. They can 
produce and exchange goods without specifying values in terms of 
money. They can help those who have become ill, infirm, disturbed, 
or aged with a minimum of institutional care. Troublesome contacts 
with other cultures are avoided through geographical isolation..,. 
WALDEN II also illustrates the essential character of a Utopian 
design: that the survival of the community is made important to its 
members. 
Skinner does not think it is feasible to put WALDEN II into effect 
where a large fluid population is concerned. But the ideal has stimula 
a number of smaller-scale experiments in communal living. 
His principles have also been put to practical use in business 
firms, mental hospitals, penal institutions and schools. Skinner was 
one of the first to develop machines for programmed Instruction. 
In short, Skinner is encouraged by the signs of piecemeal progress 
in our culture. 
There are wonderful possibilities—and all the more wonderful be-
cause traditional approaches have been so ineffective. It is hard 
to imagine a world in which people live together without quarreling 
maintain themselves by producing the food, shelter, and clothing 
they need, enjoy themsleves and contribute to the enjoyment of 
others in art, music, literature, and games, consume only a reason-
able part of the resources of the world and add as little as possi-
ble to its pollution, bear no more children than can be raised 
decently, continue to explore the world around them and discover bet-
ways of dealing with it, and come to know themselves accurately 
and, therefore, manage themselves effectively. Yet all this is 
possible, and even the slightest sign of progress should bring a 
kind of change which in traditional terms would be said to assuage 
wounded vanity, offset a sense of hopelessness or nostalgia, 
correct the impression that "we neither can nor need to do any-
thing for ourselves," and promote a "sense of freedom and dignity" 
by building "a sense of confidence and worth." In other words, it 
should abundantly reinforce those who have been induced by their 
culture to work for its survival. 
I am In basic agreement with the content of Skinner's message in 
BFD, Western culture is. in critical condition. Recovery is possible 
if radical measures are taken now. 
As a first stage we must reconstruct our image of man. He must 
learn to accept himself as an organism shaped by his environment. At 
one time the unlimited right of the individual to pursue happiness may 
have been a useful ideal. Now it is simply a conceit which could 
prove fatal. Individualism has taken us this far. It even provides 
enough perspective for us to be critical of individualism and recognize 
the need to take the next s t e p — c a l l it Snvironmentalism. 
ISnvironmentaBsm won't change what man is. But it may ensure his 
survival. 
Man has not changed because we look at him, talk about him, and 
analyze him scientifically. His achievements in science, govern-
ment, religion, art and literature remain as they have always 
been, to be admired as one admires a storm at sea or autumn foliage 
or a mountain peak, quite apart from their origins and untouched 
by scientific analysis. What does change is our chance of doing 
something about the subject of a theory. 
What is needed is a way of channeling human activity to save iestern 
culture. At this point in time the "doing" is all. Behavioral tech-
nology offers one of the most promising approaches. 
Environmentalism is not to be confused with a scientific Marxism. 
In THE INVISIBLE FYRAMID Loren Eiseley identifies this dangerous trend 
in Western culture: 
[T]he rise of a scientific society means a society of constant 
expectations directed toward the oncoming future. What we have 
is always second best, what we expect to have is "progress." 
What we seek, in 1he end, is Utopia. In the endless pursuit of 
the future we have ended by engaging to destroy the present. 
Skinner himself tries to counteract this form of irresponsibility. 
Moral sensibility as he understands it is a matter of being oriented 
towards remoter consequences (both spatially and temporally) at the 
present moment. Only the shortsightedness of Western man can account 
for the incredible production of nondegradable garbage on our planet, 
for example. Responsibility is a function of man's ability to bring 
to bear on present action remote as well as immediate consequences of 
his actions. 
The challenge implied in the latter should provide enough excite-
ment for even the most committed individualist. Nearly every review 
I've seen makes a point of criticizing the boring prospects of Skinner' 
vision. Martin S. Marty said, "Why does it [BFD] make the human future 
sound as if it allows the emotional range one knows on a long, rainy 
Sunday afternoon when there is nothing to do but nibble and sip?" 
("National Catholic Reporter," 10/18) Compare the following comments 
also intended to apply to BFD. "There are no heroes in WALDEN II. 
But no tragedy either, and not much deep laughter." (Walter Arnold, 
"Saturday Review," 10/9) "The genial Waldenites begin to seem like 
guests at an eternal Tupperware party...." (T George Harris, "Fsycholc 
Today," 8/'71) I find such statements morally offensive. Heroism 
and tragedy will always be with us in any case, if only because man 
has to confront his own death. There is no cultural or human or even 
religious reason, however, for defending the present state of our 
world because it provides "more" opportunities for testing individual 
mettle. Individual heroism and tragedy happen. It becomes repugnant 
if they are directly pursued or referred to as goals of human existence 
Besides, they are luxuries we cannot afford when the future of our 
world is at stake. The real tragedy is that Western man with potential 
for doing so much good may kill himself prematurely. There could be 
worse things than a rT1upperware p a r t y — l i k e burning to death in a 
nuclear holocaust, or suffocating from the pollution or just plain 
starvation. 
I also approve the rhetoric of Skinner's book. One critic has it, 
"while the content is as urgent as ever, the rhetoric is out of date." 
He goes on, "Skinner's behavior in writing and publishing this book 
suggests that he does not fully understand the nature of the resistance 
Lto the idea of a technology of behavior], or if he does that he has 
failed to put his own theory into practice.,.,[H]e must know that books 
which produce aversive reactions are less effective in changing behavio 
than books which don't." (Peter Caws, "New Republic," 10/l6) Skinner 
himself has publicly expressed surprise at the amount of aversive re-
actions to his book. Perhaps he could have devised a form of communi-
cation with less shock value. I personally don't think we have ex-
hausted the possibilities of such literature. The book has stirred up 
a great deal of controversy and gained greater visibility for a theory 
Skinner has worked on forty years. And from me personally Skinner's 
notion of behaviorism is gaining more sympathy all the time. As a 
Christian I try to come to terms with the death of God challenge and 
derive whatever positive benefit I can. As a member of the American 
middle class, there is a similar challenge with respect to the death 
of capitalism and the death of democracy. And Skinner, like no other 
author in my reading, is now forcing me to deal with the death of 
individualism and the possibility of taking the next step beyond 
"freedom and dignity." I am shocked. I hope to gain from it. I do 
recommend the experience and the book. 
R.J. Connelly 
***Panei discussion on BEYOND FREEDOM AND DIGNITY 
Participants: R.J. Connelly, Fr. D. OConnel (SLU), 
Dr. C. Gouaux (MU), Dr. D. Ziff (MU) 
tuesday, DECEMBER 7--8-.00 P.M. Ethical Society 
9001 Clayton Road 
donation Sl.OO/students $.50 
skeninah* 
skeninah, contoured 
of stone, of star, 
shine your especial 
care to me now 
the dark winds 
down the clock 
in my room stops 
the moon my heart 
dares to for glory 
of you. 
*8ke*ni?;naht Hebrew term meaning the presence, the glory of God in 
simple, physical things. angela douglas 10/28/71 
Film Review/ 
McCABE AND MRS. MILLER directed by Robert Altman, starring 
Warren Beatty & Julie Christie, songs 
by Leonard Cohen, at the ESQUIRE 
Story of a small-time gambler (and gunman?) who invests his profits 
in the bar and bordello business in a Northwestern mining town in the 
early 1900's. McCabe (Beatty) seems to fall in love with the madam-
manager who adds order and refinement to his business operations. 
Eventually he stumbles into a shoot-out with Sears & Roebuck gunmen. 
He dies sitting erect in a snowstorm. Meanwhile, Mrs. Miller (Christie 
is prostrate in an opium den. 
A casual and matter of fact debunking of the rugged individual myth 
usually associated with the taming of the American wilderness. By the 
turn of the century, "frontier" already has capitalistic connotations. 
It represents the challenge of making profits off the virgin land, not 
just bare survival. McCabe and Miller provide a necessary service and 
make profits off the men who work the land. 
But whether miner or businessman we expect pioneer types, durable, 
dedicated, deliberate and disciplined, if somewhat crude, either on 
the side of good or evil, vie expect John Wayne heroes. Or more curren 
in the nostalgic western we accept the witty Paul Newman rebel who figh 
a losing battle against the progress of modern civilization, the rail-
roads, organized law enforcement—but grins till the end, an .individual 
somewhat out of date. In either case we expect a nice mixture of 
realism and romanticism in our heroes. 
In McCABE AND MRS. MILLER the wilderness overshadows individual 
drama. Individuals are less important somehow in contrast with the 
severe imporsonal forces of Nature, Deliberate free choice and conse-
quently heroic action don't mean much in this film. It isn't concerned 
with character development, personal history or background. Dialogue 
too is less significant. Beatty mumbles a lot. The general quality 
of the sound, along with the misty, soft-focus technicolor, avoids 
clarity and crispness. This is all functional given the director's 
intent to focus on the natural environment, the context itself in which 
men act out their destiny. That context is never perceived clearly, 
perhaps because it serves as constant background so is grasped indirect 
if at all, 
Men succeed or fail or just go about their usual business all in a 
context of accident or chance. The main characters show little evidenc 
of being able to control their lives, little in the way of moral 
strength, Not that they have the strength to be immoral either. Rathe 
they appear amoral creatures. A sign on McCabe's gambling hall reads, 
"Fair Games of Chance." That's about the only guarantee man can expect 
from Nature under wilderness conditions. Every man is subject to the 
same odds. 
McCabe and Miller happen to pair up and make a little profit. For 
awhile they seem able to capitalize on the fortuitous.event. Then Big 
Business comes on the scene and offers to buy out McCabe. He makes 
a tactical error and loses the chance to close the deal non*-violently. 
It seems to be a matter of his luck running bad4 Just when he becomes 
aware of himsaLf and his love for Mrs. Miller, the assassins from Sears 
& Roebuck arrive and force a showdown. He happens to kill his three 
opponents, not because of any prowess or skill on his part. They just 
happen to be in the wrong places at the wrong times, instead of him. 
McCabe dies too. But it's not particularly tragic. He was just 
an ordinary pragmatist trying to stay alive under difficult conditions. 
He wasn't inspired to fight because of some social ideal. Near the 
end he consults a lawyer who speaks of a crusade against Big Business. 
The would-be senator wants to launch his political career on such an 
issue. McCabe just v/ishes he could get out out of his predicament and 
get back to pursuing his non-assuming goals of a little money, a little 
love, a little peace and happiness. 
Overall, I think the film is quite successful In its realistic 
portrayal of life in the frontier town. Realistic about how men drift 
in and out of situations, unclear about their motives, sometimes quick 
to take advantage of happy accidents, sometimes utterly helpless be-
cause of a turn of events. Historians try to reconstruct motives and 
prevailing circumstances. This film is a documentary of sorts. Altman 
and his crew do an excellent job giving us the feel of what it might 
have been like to be swamped by non-social circumstances mostly, the 
implacable wilderness. 
For one thing, use of soft-focus throughout puta a strain on the 
viewer, like having to concentrate on subtitles in a foreign film. The 
color and visual composition are lovely, but the pressure and strain 
of trying to see through the ever-present mist forces us to recreate 
the mood or flavor or tone of wilderness existence. It certainly doesn 
make for ELVIRA MADIGAN romanticism. It all adds up to a film that 
stimulates and aggravates perception, makes us think about man and his 
relation to nature, but probably won't entertain if you're after harm-
less and humorous diversion, 
R.J.C . 
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